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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan denied the respondents’ motion
for reconsideration of an earlier order granting habeas relief to Jamshid Khogiani. The court held that
jurisdiction was proper in the Eastern District, that the petitioner was not subject to mandatory
detention under 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(1), and that he was entitled to a bond hearing under § 1226(a). The
court lifted its stay and ordered a bond hearing by January 5, 2026, or the petitioner’s release, along
with a compliance status report.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Petitioner sought habeas relief under 28 U.S.C. § 2241 from
immigration detention. After the court denied respondents' motion to
dismiss or transfer and granted habeas relief requiring a bond hearing,
respondents moved for reconsideration. The court denied
reconsideration, lifted its stay, and ordered a bond hearing under 8
U.S.C. § 1226(a).



STANDARD OF REVIEW Reconsideration under E.D. Mich. Local Rule 7.1(h)(2), which permits
reconsideration only for a qualifying court mistake that would change
the outcome, an intervening change in controlling law, or newly
discovered facts warranting a different outcome.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether reconsideration was warranted because the court ruled on respondents' motion to dismiss or
transfer before respondents filed a reply brief.

2. Whether the Eastern District of Michigan had jurisdiction over the § 2241 petition despite petitioner's
detention in the Western District of Michigan.

3. Whether petitioner's detention was governed by the mandatory-detention provisions of 8 U.S.C. §
1225(b)(1) after expedited removal proceedings were terminated and the case proceeded under INA §
240.

4. Whether petitioner was entitled to a bond hearing under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a).

5. Whether the court's deadline for the bond hearing was unreasonable.

HOLDINGS

1. Reconsideration was not warranted because respondents did not show that the court's failure to await a
reply brief constituted a qualifying mistake that would change the outcome.

2. Jurisdiction was proper in the Eastern District of Michigan because the immediate custodian with power
over petitioner was the ICE Detroit Field Office Director, who was a respondent in the case.

3. Petitioner was not subject to the mandatory-detention provisions of 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(1) because
expedited removal proceedings had been terminated and his case proceeded in regular removal
proceedings under INA § 240; his detention without a bond hearing was unlawful.



4. Petitioner was entitled to a bond hearing under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a), and respondents were ordered to
provide the hearing before an immigration judge or release petitioner.

5. The deadline was not set aside as unreasonable; after the initial deadline was stayed, the court ordered
respondents to provide a bond hearing by 5:00 p.m. on January 5, 2026, based on petitioner's prolonged
unlawful detention.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“As Roman held, a detained alien’s immediate custodian is the INS District Director for the district where a
detention facility is located” as that is the person who “ ‘has power over’ alien habeas corpus petitioners.””
(Analysis, Whether Jurisdiction in this District is Proper)

“Petitioner is not subject to the mandatory detention provisions under § 1225(b)(1). The Court continues to
conclude that Petitioner’s detention without a bond hearing is unlawful.” (Analysis, Whether the Court Failed
to Address the Proper Statutory Provision)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Khogiani, a citizen of Afghanistan, entered the United States in 2021 after allegedly being paroled as part of the
evacuation of Afghans whose lives were at risk because of service to the United States government. He applied
for asylum before his parole expired, has lived in Michigan with his partner and children, has two additional
U.S.-citizen children, and has no criminal convictions. Immigration officials detained him on July 28, 2025;
although expedited removal proceedings were initially initiated, those proceedings were terminated and his case
was referred for regular removal proceedings under INA § 240 while his asylum application remained pending.
He remained detained without a bond hearing.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Khogiani, an Afghan citizen who had been paroled into the United States and whose asylum application was
pending, was detained on July 28, 2025. He filed a § 2241 habeas petition on November 24, 2025. On December
18, 2025, the court denied respondents' jurisdictional motion and ordered a bond hearing. Respondents moved
for reconsideration, arguing that the court acted before their reply, that detention was governed by 8 U.S.C. §
1225(b)(1), and that the hearing deadline was unreasonable. The court denied reconsideration and ordered a new
hearing deadline.

DISPOSITION

other

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Respondents must provide petitioner a bond hearing under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a) before an immigration judge by
5:00 p.m. on January 5, 2026, or release him. Respondents must file, within ten days of the Opinion and Order, a
status report certifying compliance and detailing the hearing results.
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